PROHIBITION by unknown
University of California, Hastings College of the Law
UC Hastings Scholarship Repository
Propositions California Ballot Propositions and Initiatives
1914
PROHIBITION
Follow this and additional works at: http://repository.uchastings.edu/ca_ballot_props
This Proposition is brought to you for free and open access by the California Ballot Propositions and Initiatives at UC Hastings Scholarship Repository.
It has been accepted for inclusion in Propositions by an authorized administrator of UC Hastings Scholarship Repository. For more information, please
contact marcusc@uchastings.edu.
Recommended Citation
PROHIBITION California Proposition 34 (1914).
http://repository.uchastings.edu/ca_ballot_props/67
Sellntth--Ioducemeot to iuvestmeut 10 real 
estate. which high taxes now prevent. 
Eiglath--Preventlon of !:nmlgrants. following 
the opening of the Panama. canal, mortgaging 
California for their debts. 
Ylnth--Allowlng the man who pays the debt 
to contract the debt. FRA:sCIS CUTTrno. 
ARGUMENT AGAINST QUALIFICATION OF 
VOTERS AT BOND ELECTIONS. 
Fir8t-This amendment proposes a step back-
ward. The world is not movin~ coward (US-
franchlsem .. nt. but toward ",ntranchlsement of 
those now <listranchised. EVl'n the citizen who 
has no property has a rig-ht to a direct voice in 
all matters ot zovernment. 
Second-If ':f)tprs who have no taxable prop-
ertv should not be allowed to vote on bond Issues. 
which invoh'e taxation. for the 8ame reason they 
should be prohibited from votinll' for members 
of congress. h-2islators. city councilmen, school 
trustees and other taxing horti€'~. 
Third--lf :':e pr')posprl amendment is hased 
')n correct principles. then it falls short of the 
lo~cal conclusion tha t the haHot belongs to prop-
,"rtv rather t~an tf) men u:!d women: and. there-
fore. the amendment should nnt only give all 
resident property owners the ballot. regardless 
nf citizenshIp. whpn h')nd is~ues are proposed. 
hut shOUld also "ive non-resident property own-
"rs the ri!?ht to \'ote on bond issues. 
F'ourt/l.-The ::mend",ent is hased ')n the fals.. 
lJE-'a that no one pays taxe~ unless ne is tH'tuully 
assessed for ~=able property. But, as is well 
imown. the owner of property Jiable to be taxed 
:or hond indebtedness. or tor any other purposp. 
13 oiten able to snitt the whole tax to persons 
who are not on the assessment roll. The con-
sumer pays the tax. whether It be a tari!! tax. 
a tax for bonded Indebtedness, or taxes for or"t. 
nary expenses ot government. 
:\Iany of the so-called "large taxpayers" , 
merely tax collectors. The merchant gets the 
tax receipt for taxes paid on his goods. but the 
tax Is added to the price of the goods. and the 
consumer pays it. The owner of an otftce build-
ing gets the tax receipt. but the tax Is added to 
the rents. and the t .. nants pay it. The tenants. 
in turn. shift the tax whpn they are able to do 
so. Thp man who lh'ps In n. rented room. eats at 
,\ restaurant. and has no other property than a 
<'hange of "'othing. pa~;s taxes when he pays for 
his room and food and clothing. 
Fifth-This amendm .. nt would glye a \'ote on 
bond i"sues to n. property owner who has already 
~old all of his taxable property. but to whom the 
propprty is assessed at the time of the bond 
··l~"tion. and would withhold the \'ote on that 
"nnc! !~sue from the purchaser of the property. 
;., cas" that purchaser is not on the tax roll. 
l·pt. in this case, the seller votes on the bond 
issue and is not taxed for the bonds: while th" 
purchaser will be taxed for the bonds under this 
amendment. though he has no vote on the bond 
iss~ue. 
Sixt/l.-The real purpose of this amendment 
spems to be to put a stop to public ownership of 
!'uhlie "tillties. The amendment would endanll'er 
,he issuinll' of bonds for public ownership. Pub-
1;e ownprship is already handicapped by the con-
"ritutional provision requiring a two-thirds vote 
in favor of bond issues for that purpose; and it 
"'ould be made practically impossible if none 
'1m properlY owners were allowed to vote on 
')ond issups. J..I.:I4ES H. B..I.lI.BY. 
PROmBITION. 
Initiative amendment adding sections 26 and 27 to article I of constitution. 
Prohibits the manufacture. sale. gift, or transportation wholly within the state, of into:rieat-
in.r liquors: permits any citizen to enjoin violations; makes the showing that the manufacture. 
use. sale. gift or transportation was for medicinal, scientific. mechanical or sacramental pur-
poses. a defense to ci,'jj and criminal actions. and requires rC!!1llation by law of such acts for said 
purposes: prohibits transportation into this state of intoxicating liquors. unless shown to be for 
;uch purposes. subject. however. to rnited States laws: prescribes and authorizes penalties. 
The electors of the State of California present :hat the liquor j" question was being manutac-
to the secretary of state this petiti.on, and request ::.:red. used, SOld. given away. or transported for 
that a proposed amendment of the Constitution medicinal. SCientific. mechanical or sacramental 
of the State ot California.. by adding to article I ;1urposes. The manufacture. sale, giving, or 
thereot. sections ~'i and 27. prohibiting the manu- transportation of such liquors for medicinal. 
facture. the sale. the ~Ylng away. and the trans- ccientitlc. mechanical. or sacramental purposes 
ponatlon of intoxicating liquors. as hereinafter .-hall be rpgulated by law. .-I.ny person violatlnll' 
set forth. be submitted to the people of the State 'lny provision of this section shall be fined tor rt 
of California for their approval or rejection. at ;;rst offense not less than one hundred rlollars 
:he next ensuing general election, or as provided nor more than one thousand dollars. and for a 
by law. "econd offense shall be fined not less than two 
The proposed amendment Is as follows: :,undred dollars nor mOre than twenty-five hun-
The people ot t::e State of California do enact dred dollars and Imprisoned In the county jail 
,,-s follows: r,ot less than thirty days nor more than one year. 
Article I ot the Constitution of the 15tate of 
California is hereby amended bv adding thereto. 
tWO new sections. to be numbered respectively 
section ~6 and section 27. In the following words: 
PROPOIIJ!:D I..l W. 
Section 26. The, manufacture. the sale, the 
giving away, or the transportation from one 
point wlthln the state to another point wIthin 
the state. ot Intoxicating liquor Is prohibited. 
Any cJt1%en ot the state may, In his or her own 
name. malntaIn an action of injunction In the 
county wbere the ylolatlon occurs. to restrain 
such violation. provided. however. that to any 
criminal or clvll prosecution for violation of thIs 
prohibition. it sball be a defense It It be shown 
FIl't1-.ts 
r,7ovided. however, that additional penalties may 
be imposed by law. 
Section 27. The transportatton into the state 
ot Intoxicating liquor, unless It be shown to be 
for medicinal. sclentltle, mechanical, or sacra-
:-nental purposes. Is prohibited, subject. however. 
to the laws of the United States relating there-
to. Any person violating any provision ot this 
section shall be tined for a first o!!enl!e not less 
than one hundred dollars not more than one 
thousand dollars. and for a second otrense st 
be tined not less than two hundred dollars 
more than twenty-five hundred dollars and •. 
pris<med In the county jail not less than thirty 
days nor more than one year. provided. however. 
tha.t a.dd1t1onal penalties may be tmpoaed by law. 
ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROHIBITION. 
Thl~ amendment Is proposed by initiative pe-
rltlon procured by the California "Dry" Federa-
~. a non-partisan organization . 
.. otera should enact It for every reason. Li-
~ense or other laws regulating the liquor traffic 
do not lessen drunkenness or the quantity or 
liquor consumed. but do make those who vote 
for them reBP01Ulibie for evil results. 
The E'nonnous consumption of liquors. result-
inlt in sickness. idiocy, insanity, crime. protllgacy' 
and death. puts the issue squarely before our 
race to flO "dry" or die. Science proves that 
habitual. moderate drinking is as bad as period-
ical drunkenness. or ninety-seven children ob-
''''n·ed .,,-ho were conceived while parents were 
partially intoxicated only fourteen were normal. 
L:fe insurance tables show the life expectancy 
'J! a person of twenty years. if a total abstainer. 
:. H ye"rs. if a moderate drinker. 31 years. if a 
'card <lrinker. 15 years. Three drinks of liquor 
,1allv d','crease efficiencY th"e to eiJ!ht Pf"!' cent . 
. '-.ccldents due to alcohol and employer's liability 
~ oJ. ws compei employprs to hire total abstainers. 
iIealer ... pilysical. spiritual and mental, are hin-
,'c'red b,' alcoholic conditions. 
":even hundred and seventy lunatics in our 
<tate hospitals in 1 n ~ were registered as alco-
.;olic insane. Half the remainder were so indi-
"~tlv. ':5ee Eighth Report State Lunacy Com-
mIssion.) It cost California taxpayers $1.469.-
"", to maintain these hospitals in 1312. and 
~13.000.000 to deal with alcohoiic crime. Liquor 
"')sts the taxpayer seven dollars for every dollar 
received in taxes or license fees. The Fi!t~enth 
R~port. Bureau of Labor. shows our courts in 
:""0 vears dealt with 113,526 misdemeanors, of 
·, .... hich ~ •. 930 were "drunks" and 20.000 more 
"re kindred crimes caused indirectly by alco-
.. In "wet" towns huge police forces and 
.any courts grind dally grists of crime: In 
"dry" towns few are needed. Other states show 
Elte conditlons. Kansas under prohibitory laws 
:las many counties without a criminal in jail or 
CIa insane person in hospital. 
Brothels and red-light districts are part of 
the liquor traffie. 
This amendment wtll help business and re-
li""e poverty. Let breweries and distilleries be 
',,,rned into tlour m!lls. Let barley and corn be 
turned into beef, poultry or bread Instead of 
:iquor. The increased supply will lessen the cost 
,)I Hvlng. Let wine grapes worth six dollars per 
:m be substituted by table grapes worth thirty. 
0," dried or turned into grape juice or syrup. 
ProfeS80r Blolettl says there is a market In the 
enlted States tor ten times the whole product. 
Our grapegrowel'1l admit that wine grapes have 
b .... n unprofitable, that their hope for future 
profit lies In the imml!tTRtlon of cheap laborers 
from Europe through the Panama canal. With 
cauper labor they hope to profit. (See Vol. II. 
Bulletin State Commission of Horticulture f0r 
1 ~ 13. ) The liquor traffic is the confessed enemy 
,)f American labor. Laboring men do not desire 
to earn oread from evil business. 
I=I=nts from Europe are generally liquor 
drinkers. "Dry" the state ~nd turn them' else-
where. 
This amendment does not interfere with per-
sonal libertY. Like laws against ODium. cocaine. 
lotteries. and horseraclng, It Interferes only with 
personal license. Remove temptation from people 
of weak or abnormal appetites. One who only 
drina occaalonally should vote "dry" to save 
om. The liquor traffic has never benellted any 
e: It has ruined millions. V'lter, it may ruin 
:our son or daughter as It h~s ruined others. 
, Carefully investigate. Vote "Yes." 
SA.MUEL W. OD!:LL. 
ARGUMENT AGAINST gROHIBITION. 
There are three objections to this amendment: 
First-Prohibition Is contrary to sound politi-
cal principles. The best government. as all au-
thorities agree. Is that which most liberally lets 
its citizens alone, constraining them in nowise 
inconsistent with common sense Ideas of perl('Ct 
freedom. Political science teaches that reform 
to be etrective must be temperate. ,",othlng eyer 
remains of any artificial reform except .,,-hat .,,-as 
ripe in the conscience ot the masses. The un. 
ripeness of total abstinence is evident from th" 
failure of prohibition in Maine, Kansas. Geonna 
and other states where It Is at once :l. scandal 
and a farce. 
Second-Prohibition is immoral anr! contrar" 
to the teachin!,!s of r"ligion and phYSiolol<ica:1 
science. .A form of intolerance. it substitutes en-
mities and hatreds for peace and gOOdwill. :he 
fnundations of the soundest morality. It breeds 
.:..:eneral demoralization. since \vher~vp.r it is en-
'H""'d moonsnine distilleries. little kitchen hr~w­
~'ries and hidden ,vine presses tlourish; :hf?' spy 
s"stPm. the most mi",hievous of all governmental 
'.,,(enC'ies. is establiShed. and otficials are cor-
rupted by l:1wbreakers. as always where laws are 
not sanctioned by a heartfelt and vigilant public 
sfcntiment. Further, prohibition is immoral in 
that it breeds intellectual dishonestv among its 
advocates. ConSider their sweeping assertion 
that even moderate drinking causes disease and 
I 'eads to vice. ::ic!entists g"dthered from all coun-
trIes at the physiolol<ical congress in Cambridge 
Cllfirmed oIficially that alcohol "supplies energy 
like all common articles of food, and that it is 
physiologically incorrect to designate it as a 
,",oison," also. that "tr.ere Is nothing to show tllat 
a moderate daily use of alcohol in any kind of 
beverage may not be beneficial to health." 
Third-Prohibition in California, especially on 
the eve of the Panama-Pacitlc International Ex-
pOsition, would be an economic blunder of colos-
sal proportions. ~"hy should California destroy 
her great wine industry? In the cultivation of 
it she has spent enonnOus sums of publlc money, 
and has made the fostering of It one of the duties 
of the State L'aiversitv. 
California has 320.000 acres devoted to vltl-
culture. The wine Industry' represents an Invellt-
,nent of $150.1)00,000. yields annually $30.000.000. 
supports 75,000 persons. California. bre .... erle. 
represent an investment of $50,000,000, distribute 
annually $6.000.000 to 4.000 employees. consume 
annually $1.000.000 worth of California barle".. 
H 75.000 worth of California hops. and 12,500.000 
worth of other essentlalL They pay the general 
government an annual revenue of U,350.000 and 
ahout the same amount to towns and counties. 
In the manufacture and distribution of llquors 
~8~.000 persons are employed and dependent. ;., 
the distribution of liquors $10.000,000 is Invested. 
and the annual license tax paid Is $3,000.000. 
So prohibition would not only destrov :?Ceat 
properties and Industries. impoverish thousands 
of families and Increase the anny of unemployed. 
hut it would substitute the "i\est r! poisonous 
concoctions for our pure wines. beers and b:-an-
dies. and make every taxpayer pay the cost of 
the industrial cataclysm. And to what end? Pr0-
hibition has been a failure wherever the hobby 
has been given the dignity of legal sanction. 
Do prohibitionists believe. as they sav. that 
the race is dying? ~Ia.nklnd has been drinking 
thousands of years, never so moderately as now: 
and P1-ofess<>r Muensterbel'lIt. greate>lt Jiving psy-
cholo.nst. holds that alcoholic stimulants are es-
Rentlal to great achlt'vement. Drunkenness Is 
deDlorable. bt.t It has been steadflv d"cllninllt for 
one hundred years without the aid of prohibition. 
Vote "No." WILLlA.:II: SCHULDT. 
Sec'y California state Brewers' .o\ss'n. 
Fltt7-_ 
